We investigated mating tactics in three social/age classes of male bushbuck (Tragelaphus scriptus), i.e., adult territorial males (>5 years), young-adult non-territorial males (3-5 years) and subadult males (1-3 years). Territorial males were found to associate more frequently with females than subadult males, but young-adult males did not significantly differ from territorial males. In all three classes of males, the spatial distribution of the males relative to that of the females (i.e., their home range overlap) predicted the rate of association between males and females (Cole's coefficient of association). Territorial males showed very high rates of premating behaviour compared with the other two social/age classes and frequently attempted to monopolise females; however, copulation rates did not significantly differ between adult territorial and young-adult non-territorial males. Agonistic behaviour was most frequently initiated by territorial males when approached by a young-adult male, whereas aggressive interactions between two territorial males were far less frequent. Our results indicate that two age-dependent mating tactics exist in male bushbuck, that of adult territorial males and a sneak-like tactic in young-adult males. Nevertheless, territorial males may have an advantage over non-territorial males, because they have more unhampered opportunities to monitor females via deposited excreta in localised defecation sites.
Introduction
Intraspecific variation in mating behaviour has been described for a number of taxa including arthropods, fishes, amphibians, reptiles, birds and mammals (e.g., Gadgil, 1972; Cade, 1980; Dominey, 1984; Taborsky, 1994; Travis, 1994; Shuster & Wade, 2003; Plaistow et al., 2004) . Among mammals, variation in mating behaviour is particularly common in ungulates (Hogg, 1984; Clutton-Brock, 1989; Thirgood et al., 1999; Isvaran, 2005a) ; for example, a great diversity of mating tactics is described for lekking species (Isvaran & St. Mary, 2003; Isvaran, 2005a) . Also harem-defence, where dominant males typically show herding behaviour, is often accompanied with alternative (sneak-like) tactics. Here, some males may remain close to groups of females that are defended by other males and try to sneak mating with females (e.g., red deer, Cervus elaphus (Clutton-Brock et al., 1982) ; feral horse, Equus przewalskii caballus (Rubenstein, 1986) ; feral goat, Capra hircus (Saunders et al., 2005) ; bighorn sheep, Ovis canadensis (Hogg, 1984; Pelletier et al., 2006) ). Where resource-defence is common, an alternative, satellite behaviour is occasionally seen. For example, in the waterbuck (Kobus ellipsiprymnus) some males defend resource-territories while others (satellite males) are tolerated within these territories and help defend them, but gain very few matings (Wirtz, 1981) . A similar type of social organisation has been reported for white rhinoceros (Ceratotherium simum) by Owen-Smith (1975) . Here, the territoriality of adult males is paired with a dominance hierarchy. Exclusive home ranges (territories) are found in a proportion of adult males, and other adult males are resident in their territories as subordinate satellites.
Discrete variants of behaviour have been variously termed alternative tactics, variants, or alternative phenotypes (Maynard Smith, 1978; Dawkins, 1980; Dunbar, 1982; Isvaran, 2005a) . Behavioural variation identified in mammals can be classified as (1) irreversible male phenotypes, where individuals adopt a single tactic over their lifetime (e.g., orang-utan, Pongo pygmaeus abelii: Utami et al., 2002) and (2) reversible male phenotypes, where individuals either adopt different tactics sequentially or switch back and forth between tactics (e.g., red deer: Clutton-Brock et al., 1982; feral horse: Rubenstein, 1986 ). Several mechanisms have been proposed to explain these patterns. First, individuals may actively adopt different tactics based on their condition or status or on environmental cues (condition-or status-dependent
